In theory there is a separation between the powers and functions of the procureur and those of the juge d'instruction. Thus the procureur is not generally empowered to make a judicial investigation (instruction priparatoire) of a suspected offense. This is the special province of the juge, who, however, may ordinarily start such an investigation only when he has been directed to do so by the procureur or when the party who was injured by the offense has constituted himself partie civile. 755 There is, however, an exception to the general principle in the situations where an offense is committed under circumstances that are considered flagrant. 75 0 In such case the powers and duties of both the procureur and the juge d'instruction are enlarged.
In the case of a crime that is considered flagrant the Code imposes on the procureur duties 757 which are ordinarily performed only by the juge d'instruction. 75 8 Thus it is provided that the procureur, after notifying the juge, must proceed (transport) without delay, 759 accompanied by the greffier of the tribunial, 7 6 to the scene of the crime 701 and there investigate whether the offense has been committed. 70 757. Arts. 32-40, 43 and 44. Although Articles 35, 36, 42 and 43 speak both of crine and dilit, it is well settled that the application of all the articles mentioned is limited to the case of crines. 3 GARRAuD, op. cit. supra note I, at 246; Gov-r, op. cit. sI(pra note 65, at 245. When the Code d'Instruction Crinminelle was promulgated in i8oS, the Code Pinal had not been prepared, and the terms "crimw" and "dilit" did not have the precise meanings assigned to them in the latter Code. GoYET, op. cit. supra note 65, at 245. Furthermore, Article 32 by its terms covers only flagrants dilits which involve an infamous or corporal punishment. According to the Code Pinal such a punishment may be imposed only for a crime. C. P. art. 6. The projet (1938) 761. C. I. C. art. 32. 762. Ibid. As a practical matter it is frequently difficult for the procureur to determine in advance whether an offense is a crime and, if so, whether it is flagrant. 3 GAmAUD, op. cit. supra note i, at 250.
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the Code imposes an imperative duty on the procureur, in practice he visits the scene only when he considers that it will be clearly useful, and the Minister of Justice has recommended that this be done only in case of necessity in order to save expense. 763 When the procureur arrives at the scene he takes statements from any persons who are present or who have information regarding the offense 76-and also receives statements from such relatives, neighbors or domestic servants as may be presumed to be able to throw light on the affair. 765 All the statements, which are unsworn,'7 66 must be signed by the parties making them or, if they refuse, mention of the fact must be made in the proc~s-verba.
7
After completing his investigation the procureur may order that a person shall not leave the house or depart from the place.
7 68 Any person who violates this order may be taken into custody and is also guilty of a contravention, which may be punished by imprisonment not to exceed ten days and a fine of IOO francs. 760 It is the duty of the procureur to seize any weapons or any other thing employed in, prepared for or produced by the commission of the offense, also anything that may serve to establish the truth. 770 A procsverbal 771 of the seizure must be prepared, which must be signed by the suspect or mention made of his refusal to sign. 7 7 2 In case the offense is of such a character that papers or other articles in the possession of the suspect are likely to have evidentiary value, the procureur should visit the residence of the suspect and make a search for any such articles. 77 3 If the procureur finds any articles which may tend to establish either the guilt or innocence of the suspect, the procureur must seize them. 77 4 All seized articles must be sealed by the procureur or put in a container which he seals. 77 5 All searches and seizures should be made in the presence of the suspect, if he has been arrested; but if he does not wish to attend, then in the presence of a duly authorized representative or of one or two witnesses whom the representative may appoint in his If the suspect is present when papers or articles are seized, they should be shown to him, in order to see if he recognizes them and also to have them initialed by him. 779 If he refuses, mention of the fact must be made in the proc~s-verbal. 780 If the suspect is not present at the search, the procureur issues a mandat d'anener for his arrest.
78 1
When taken into custody the suspect is brought before the procureur who is required to interrogate him at once. 782 In such interrogation the suspect is not entitled to the guarantees accorded him by the Law of December 8, I897, 7 8 3 notably the right to have the presence of counsel. Except where delay would result, the procis-verbal of the procureur must be drawn up in the presence of either the commissaire de police of the commune where the offense occurred or the mayor or deputy mayor or two citizens who reside in the same coummune.
4
Each leaf of the procs-verbal should be signed by the procureur and the witnesses, except where this is impossible or there is a refusal to sign, in which case mention should be made of the fact."
8 5 The procureur must without delay transmit to the juge d'instruction all the proc~s-verbaux and any documents, papers or implements that have been seized. 7 6 These should be examined by the juge, who may continue the investigation, if in his opinion it is incomplete."
8 " If, however, he considers it complete he may dispose of the case, after receiving the recommendations of the procureur, 78 in the same manner as when he personally makes the investigation.
9
When the procureur visits the scene of the crime he may take with him, if he considers it necessary, one or two experts qualified to form an opinion regarding the nature and incidents of the offense. 790 In case of a violent death or a death whose cause is unknown the procureur will take along two medical practitioners, who will make a report on the causes of the death and the condition of the corpse.
7 91 All the experts are required to take oath before the procureur that they will make their report and give their opinion on their honor and conscience. 7 
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The Code expressly provides that all the functions and powers of the procureur in case of a crime that is considered flagrant may be performed by juges de paix., officers of the gendarmerie, commissaires de police and mayors and their deputies, 79 3 all of whom are assistants of the procureur in the police judiciaire. 7 ' 4 These officials should withdraw from the investigation when the procureur arrives, 7 9 5 unless the procureur directs them to continue. 7 96 Where a dilit is committed in a dwelling and the head of the household requests an investigation, the procureur and his assistants in the police judiciaire should perform the same functions as are prescribed for them in the case of a crime that is considered flagrant.
97
It is provided by the Law of May 20, 1863,7°8 that any suspect who has been arrested for a dilit, that is flagrant and is punishable by imprisonment, shall be brought at once before the procureur, who interrogates him. 791. C. I. C. art. 44. If any of the specially qualified persons mentioned in Articles 43 and 44, after being directed by the procureur to accompany him to the scene of the offense, refuse to do so, they will, unless it is absolutely impossible for them to do so, be guilty of an offense. C. P. art. 475. Articles 43 and 44 of the C. I. C. are omitted in the projet (1938 
VII. ENQUETE OFFICIEUSE
When the procureur has been informed of an alleged offense by plainte or dgnonciation or by the procis-verbal of an officer, he has a wide discretion in determining what procedure to adopt. As it often happens that the information received is not adequate to enable him to decide what course to take, for the purpose of acquiring further information he generally institutes an investigation known as the enquMte of collecting evidence which the Code provides for the juge dinstruction in conducting his judicial examination.
8 36 The scene of the alleged offense is visited for the purposes of observation and inquiry. s37 Buildings are entered and searched, and objects considered to have evidentiary value are taken, 8 38 provided the occupant of the building consents, and this will be ordinarily implied if he does not object. 8 3 9 Doubt has been expressed whether this consent will be implied where the occupant does not know of his right to object 8 40 On the other hand, it is stated that the later decisions of the courts forbid such implication. 8 4 ' Experts are sometimes appointed to make appropriate investigations and to report thereon, but they should not be sworn. The suspect is frequently interrogated by inferior officers of the police judiciaire, 8 43 who informally "invite" s44him to appear for questioning. If the suspect does not respond to the "invitation", his presence cannot be compelled. 45 Of course, if the suspect is in custody there is no need for an "invitation". When being questioned, the suspect is not informed of the nature of the charge against him, nor is he permitted to have counsel present, since the Law of December 8, 1897, does not apply to this informal interrogation. 8 46 If the suspect declines to answer questions, he may not in theory be subjected to compulsion. 47 The practice, however, is not always in accord with the theory. A study of this situation made by the present writer showed that "third-degree" methods are sometimes employed to extract confessions. "Inferior officials of the police, imbued with the idea that a prosecution can be properly commenced only with a confession, or reduced to seeking by this kind of proof a method for justifying an arrest made with the aid of an informer, which can not be admitted, forget that torture has been abolished for more than a century and seek to
The hearing of witnesses is an ordinary feature of the enqure officieuse. No formal process may be issued to secure the presence of the witnesses, and their attendance cannot be compelled; they are simply "invited" to appear. 8 49 It has been aptly pointed out, however, both with regard to suspects and witnesses, that, being generally unaware of their legal right not to appear, they usually respond to the "invitation". 50 The witnesses should not be sworn, 51 but the fact that an oath is administered has no legal effect whatever.
52
The enqu~te officieuse is usually justified on the following grounds: (i) that it is necessary, as it is only by such an investigation that the procureur can determine what disposition to make of the case; 853 (2) that a saving of time and expense results from the fact that, as a result of the investigation, the procureur frequently decides either not to prosecute (classement sans suite) or to refer the case (citation directe) to the Tribunal Correctionnel for prompt trial; 854 and (3) that if there were no enquite officieuse, it would be necessary to have many more juges d'instruction than at present. 8 55 Other grounds for justifying the enquete officieuse are (I) that it gives an opportunity to an innocent suspect to exculpate himself without a formal investigation by the juge d'instruction, 56 and (z) that a cornacquire by brutality that which their own gross ignorance of all psychology prevents their seeking by insinuation. Sometimes the suspect is given a slap on the face at each refusal to admit his guilt, at other times he is beaten unmercifully and even knocked to the floor, with some instances of which I am acquainted, and finally, which is the worst, he is sometimes illegally held in custody and tortured by hunger, until the moment when a meal, abundantly washed down by alcohol, following upon a prolonged fast, appears to be the most likely method of loosing his tongue." LocARD, op. cit. supra note 275, at 14. Dr. Locard, in a letter to the writer under date of July 16, 1936, stated that, while confessions have been formerly obtained by illegal methods, the practice is now extremely rare.
"I know, indeed, that it is sometimes effective for the police judiciaire to interrogate, for fifteen consecutive hours, a person who is without any assistance, without any protection; but torture was also effective. Such methods are unworthy of a free Strong opposition to the enquite officieuse has been expressed on the grounds that it places arbitrary power in the hands of subordinate officials 838 and that it results in an evasion of the Law of December 8, 1897, which guarantees to the suspect the right to receive notice of the charge against him and to have counsel when undergoing examination. 8 59 Some critics, while admitting the propriety and value of the enquite officieuse for the purpose of supplying information to the procureur so that he may decide what action to take in each case, strongly oppose its use in so far as it supplants at a later stage the more impartial investigation by the juge dinstruction 86 0 It has been stated that the juge d'instruction very frequently accepts the results of the enqute officieuse without making any independent investigation. 8 1 6 While the primary purpose of the enquite officieuse is to furnish information to the procureur so as to enable him to decide what disposition to make of the case, the evidence procured by the inquiry is entered in the dossier, which will be considered in case there are any further proceedings. If the case is referred to the juge d'instruction, he will in this way be informed of the persons who may properly be called as witnesses. 859. "You arrest me in the street and conduct me before the commissaire. Agitated by this unexpected arrest, I appear without delay before this official even more upset than if I arrived before the juge. However, the commissaire de police questions me, has my statements written down, collects the declarations of witnesses, proceeds to confrontations, and transmits to the parquet all the papers which record these proceedings. He has not been compelled to notify me that I had the right not to answer, and he has not had to submit to the surveillance of my counsel. that an article be drafted to carry out these modifications. 8 70 Accordingly, the following draft was prepared as a separate article: "The prifets of the dipartements and the prifet de police at Paris may conduct personally, or may require the officers of the police judiciaire, each within the authorized scope of his powers, to conduct all the proceedings necessary to establish the commission of crimes, dilits and contraventions, and to deliver the offenders to the courts empowered to punish them." This was adopted as Article IO of the Code. 871 It is important to note that while the draft of the article in the projet in terms limited the powers of the departmental prifets to the investigation of crimes, and Napoleon's recommendations were limited to the same class of offenses, the article as adopted also includes d~lits and contraventions. Further, although Napoleon emphasized the desirability of the prefet possessing these powers of the police judiciaire in cases where an immediate investigation was necessary and loss of efficiency would occur if the investigation was not made forthwith, 7 2 the draft adopted contains no such limitation. elsewhere, to seize correspondence in the mails, to issue mandats for the arrest and detention of suspects, to interrogate suspects 174 and excluding only the right, possessed by the juge d'instruction, to issue official orders at the close of his investigation.M 5 The prefets were even permitted to exercise the power, not possessed by either the juge or the procureur, of acting before a suspected offense was committed by making "preventive" arrests. Although Article io by its terms permits the prdfet to "require" the officers of the police judiciaire to act for him "each within the authorized scope of his powers", it was early decided by the Cour de Cassation that all the powers of the prifet under the article passed to any officer of the police judiciaire directed to act for him. 77 In practice the powers, granted to the prifets by the construction given Article io, were exercised almost exclusively in Paris M and were mostly employed in dealing with types of non-political offenses where promptness and secrecy of action were especially required, such as frauds, counterfeiting, operating gambling houses and traffic in women and drugs. 8 7 9 However, in the case of political offenses, the prifets of the dipartements as well as the prifet de police in Paris made use from time to time of the extensive powers just discussed. 88 0 Article io, as judicially construed, became increasingly the subject of adverse criticism on both theoretical and practical grounds. Thus it was opposed because it violated the fundamental principle of the separation of powers, stated to be at the basis of the French Constitution, in that it conferred judicial powers on an official of the executive department. 8 8 " On the practical side the most common objection was 874 M. Lipine, prdfet at Paris for almost twenty years, minimized the extent to which use was made of Article IO and stated the following: "The prifet acts only in cases of emergency in order to prevent the culprit from escaping justice, or in cases where there is risk that the evidence of the offense will disappear if the opportunity of getting it is permitted to go by." LUPINE, MEs SOUVENIRs (1929) that, under the article as it had been construed, the prdfets could and did use despotic powers, on which there were no legal restraints such as the law placed upon the procureur and the juge d'instruction. s8 2 As a result, the guarantees of personal liberty 883 and of the inviolability of the dwelling, 88 4 secured as against the judicial officers of the government after long and strenuous struggles, could be and were violated by the executive arm. 8 5 Again it has been said that the prdfets used Article IO as an improper but effective weapon against the political enemies of the party or officials in power. 8 8 6 Still another basis of opposition to the article was found in its debilitating effect upon the prosecuting department, chiefly the parquet of the Seine in Paris, where the interference by the prifet de police was strongly felt. The reports of offenses prepared by commissaires de police, the subordinates of the procureur in the police judicicaire, were caused by the they succeed to governmental power." MORIzoT-TIBAULT, op. cit. supra note 2o, at 38. "There was a flagrant violation of the principle of the separation of powers, so often invoked in France since Montesquieu and which the Constituent Assembly had intended to prevail under all circumstances." Leloir, annotation to the Law of Feb. 7, 1933 884. "The power of making arrests, of making searches and seizures in private dwellings, of seizing, even in the mail, the correspondence of individuals-all this was excessive." Leloir, loc. cit. supra note 881. "It is astonishing to find this article still in our codes. Its abrogation has always been one of the dogmas of the republican program and all parties ought to agree to its immediate repeal. It constitutes the absolute negation of the principle of the separation of powers; it can be in practice the most despotic and dangerous instrument. It destroys all the safeguards instituted in the penal laws; it permits the administrative authority to arrest and maintain in prison for several days any individual who is suspected by the Government, as well as to make searches and seizures and even interrogations. . "These excessive attributes of the prifets are disquieting for individual liberty, the inviolability of the dwelling and the privacy of correspondence. In political matters the action of the prefets supplants that of the judicial department for making arrests and seizures of doubtful legality which a juge d'instruction would decline to order." LABoRDE, op. cit. supra note 132, at 62o. "Under the second Empire numerous arbitrary acts committed by virtue of this article have been cited; it is only just to say that ones so grave are not committed today, but there is always the latent peril, especially since an individual, placed under a nandat de dipSt by the prifet de police, has no legal means at his disposal to force his being brought to trial. It has been said, in speaking of this article, that the lettre de cachet still exists in France, since the prifet de police can with impunity have an individual imprisoned any time he pleases. The only difference between the older incarceration by lettre de cachet and incarceration under Article io is that the latter must be buttressed by a legally punishable infraction. But this charge need not be bona fide, so that there is always the possibility of inventing one." Guor, op. cit. supra note 251, at 255. prifet de police to be sent to him rather than to the procureur. At the prefecture the reports were sorted and those offenses which the prifet desired to have prosecuted were referred to the procureur with instructions to that effect. The reports in the other cases would be "filed", thus accomplishing an informal classement sans suite 887 without reference to the procureur. 8 1 8
Although the writers generally denied that the prifets had any right to continue their own investigation and to exercise coercive measures, such as arrest and detention, after the procureur or the juge d'instruction had taken charge of the particular case, 88 9 in practice the prifets did not refrain from continuing their activities concurrently with those of these officials, 890 evidently with the approval of the courts. Although Article I0 and its construction were much criticized, at the same time support for the extraordinary powers of the prifets was not lacking. The prifets themselves on numerous occasions urged the necessity of preserving these powers, 8 92 and this view was supported by some writers and public officials. 8 93 The principal reason advanced for retaining the powers of the prifets, particularly the prefet de police of Paris, was the fact that these officials acted more promptly and efficiently than the procureur and the juge d'instruction. 
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MORIZOr-THIBAULT, op. cit. supra note 2o, at 39; 2 GARAUD, op. cit. supra note I, at 569; LAnolDE, op. cit. supra note 132, at 62o. The repeal of Article io has been urged on the ground that the peculiar conditions existing at the time the Code was drafted, when after the Revolution the Government was new and the judicial authority was weak and a veritable horde of criminals was overrunning the country, no longer justify such a measure. 2 cit. supra note 885, at 192; Br&he de la Gressaye, supra note 874, at log. "There is the law, but there is also the duty of governing-the necessity of preserving the public order. These are two ideas which the Republic must reconcile." M. David, Senator, in JOURNAL OrFICIi.
SANAT, Dti. PAR.. (June 22, 1922) 
903.
894. 2 GARR~ui, op. cit. supra note i, at 569; LESTELLE, op. cit. supra note 24, at 39. "In order to be able to combat effectively the numerous criminals in Paris, it is of importance that the supreme authority possess effective weapons. The police often has need of being prompt-it cannot always be encumbered by judicial formalities. Thanks to Article IO the prifet de police can order searches which are executed at once. This prompt execution is often the condition necessary to success. It is by virtue of Article io that raids in suspected quarters are made which often bring about the discovery of criminals." GUTON, op. cit. supra note 251, at 254. To the same effect is LESTLLE , op. cit. supra note 24, at 39. In 1933 the efforts of over a half century culminated in the repeal of Article io. 9 04 It was not long, however, before demands for its restoration to the Code were heard, based mainly on the same grounds as had been formerly advanced against its repeal, 90 5 to which added weight was given by evidence that the Government had been seriously hindered in dealing with the fatal riots of Feb. 6. 1934, because the 895. "It seems that the political parties are divided between two contrary sentiments-they would like to suppress it [Article io] for fear their adversaries will use it against them, but they would also like to preserve it, in order to be able, when opportunity arrives, to use it against their opponents." Vmnir, op. cit. supra note 9, at 26. To the same effect is LESTELLE, op. cit. SUpra note 24, at 3o. "The prefets of the d~partements and the prefet de police in Paris may, if there is an urgent 909 situation, conduct personally, or may require the officers of the police judiciaire, each within the authorized scope of his powers, to conduct all the proceedings necessary to establish the commission of crimes and d~lits against the internal or external safety of the State, 910 and to deliver the offenders to the courts empowered to punish them.
GABOLDF, COMMENTAIRE DE LA
"Any prifet who shall have exercised the powers conferred on him by the preceding paragraph must inform the procureur and transmit the evidence within twenty-four hours to the procureur who will then take charge of the investigation. 91 9o7. "At the present time, with the repeal of Article IO, it is impossible for the police to proceed to a sudden and unexpected seizure, for example, in cases of espionage. The Parquet must first be notified, which then causes the opening of a formal investigation by a juge dinstruclion preparatory to which there must be the assembling of certain papers, their examination, their sending back and forth; then certain orders must be given and certain inspections made of the scenes connected with the offense. All this takes time, to such an extent that the juge almost always arrives too late." M. BoivinChampeaux, Senator, speaking in the Senate debate of Dec. 21, 1934. JouasIAL OiFricnc, StkTAT, DtB. PARL. (1934) 1481. "The government thought that the suppression of the judicial powers of the priets had frequently rendered difficult the discovery of certain offenses, which could have been discovered only by sudden measures, such as an unexpected visit to the suspected places. Extraordinary and urgent circumstances may in fact require immediate action for the safeguarding of the public order and the very safety of the State, notably at the frontiers or in a center of agitation. Undoubtedly a juge d'instruction can be rapidly named but that necessitates an order of the procureur, which may be given only upon strong presumption of the commission of a crinme or dilit. The prfets are better informed than the magistrats, because they have better police officers than the latter; they are also by reason of this fact better equipped to act and to do so more quickly-their action can be instantaneous." MAGIrOL, op. cit. gio. "Offenses against the external safety of the State are taking up arms by a Frenchman against France, maintaining communications with foreign powers in order to facilitate war, against France, delivering state secrets or military plans to agents of a foreign government, hiding enemy spies and all infractions of law of the kind which chiefly occur during war. Offenses against the internal safety of the State are attempts against the form of the government, conspiracy, inciting to civil war, levying armed troops without the order or permission of the lawful authority, destroying public buildings and organizing armed bands." LEsTELE, op. cit. supra note 24, at 112.
911. The powers of the prtfets are now clearly "subsidiary" to those of the juge d'instrtnction and the procureur. MAGNOL, op. cit. supra note 431, at 5. "Any officer of the police judiciaire authorized by the prifet acting under the above provisions and any public official notified of a seizure under the same provisions must without delay notify the procureur de la Rdpublique." 912 It will be noted that the new article is almost identical with the article in the original projet of 18o4 which Napoleon caused to be expanded. 913 It is a curious fact that the article, as amended, did not empower the prifets to act in the large class of cases, such as frauds and traffic in women and drugs, regarding which it was declared, both before and after 1933, that the prompt and energetic action of the prifets was necessary. 9 14 The projet (1938) for a new Code d'Instruction Criminelle, however, contains an article which extends the power of the prdfets so as to include the following offenses: possession and sale of drugs, operation of gambling houses and the white slave traffic. 15 A slecree of July I, 1939, provides that in case of a national emergency, including war, the prifets shall exercise the extensive powers, which have been discussed, with regard to crimes, ddlits and contraventions of every kind and shall have three days, instead of twenty-four hours, in which to transmit the case, with a report of the evidence, to the procureur. 9 1 0 Under this decree the prifets have broader powers than they ever had before.
IX. CHAMBRE D'AcCUSATION
The chambre d'accusation 917 is a section of the Cour d'Appel. 91 8 This chambre is composed of three judges, including a President, selected from the other chambres of the Cour d'Appel. 919 These judges act as members of the chambre d'accusation in addition to their other duties. A member of the minist~re public 920 and the greffier must be present at each session of the chambre, 92 ' which meets either on the call of the procureur giniral or without such call at least once a week. When a case has been referred to the chambre by the juge dinstruction, 92S the first duty of the chambre is to determine if it is competent to proceed. For example, it will not be competent if the case falls within the jurisdiction of a special court, such as a court-martial, or if the case is not within the territorial jurisdiction of this Cour d'Appel. 929 The chambre then determines whether or not the investigation made by the juge d'instruction is complete. If not, it orders a supplemental investigation. 9 30 The chambre further decides whether a prosecution is barred for some reason, such as res judicata, prescription or amnesty.
1
The proceedings of the chambre are secret. 9 .1 2 Neither the suspect nor the partie civile is permitted to be present at any time, but they may present written arguments to the chanzbre.
9 33 The procureur gindral or one of his assistants may present arguments, generally written, on behalf of the prosecution, but should retire before the juges begin to deliberate, 934 as the Code provides that the juges shall not consult anyone during their deliberations. 935 The chambre does not hear any witnesses, but bases its deliberations and findings entirely upon the written report of the case (dossier) and the arguments made by the procureur gingral or his assistant and those submitted by the suspect and the partie civile. 936 The greffier reads the dossier and the written arguments to the juges, 93 7 whose function is to review the findings made by the juge d'instructionr at the end of his investigation. 938 A decision of the chambre d'accusation is known as an arr t and is determined by a vote of the majority. 93 9 If the juges determine either that an offense was not committed or that the evidence is not sufficient to warrant the trial of the suspect, they will order that he be immediately set at liberty. 9 40 In such case the suspect may not be again proceeded against upon the same charge unless additional incriminatory evidence is later discovered. 941 If the juges conclude that there is sufficient evidence of a contravention, the suspect will be sent to trial by the Tribunal de Simple Police; if sufficient evidence of a dMlit, by the Tribunal Correctionel. 9 42 In case they conclude that a crime has been committed by the suspect, they will order that he be brought to trial before the Cour d'Assises, 943 which is competent to try only such persons as are sent to it by the chambre d'accusation. 94 4 Following the decision of the chambre to send the suspect before the Cour d'Assises, the procureur giniral is required to prepare the formal accusation, known as the acte d'accusation, which must specify the following: (i) the offense charged, (2) the criminal act with a statement of all the circumstances, which may aggravate or reduce the punishment and (3) the name and description of the accused. 945 Appeals to the chambre d'accusation from the ordonnances of the juge d'instruction may be taken by the procureur, the suspect and the partie civile. The procureur may appeal from any ordonnance, while the suspect may appeal only from an ordonnance fixing bail. 9 4 6 The partie civile is given the right to appeal from ordonnances setting the suspect at liberty or releasing him on bail and from any other ordoniances unfavorable to his civil claim. 9 4 t
